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This opinion is subject to further editing
and modification. The final version will
appear in the bound volume of the official

reports.
No. 96-2368-D
STATE OF W SCONSI N : | N SUPREME COURT
In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedi ngs FI LED
Agai nst ANTHONY M MARI CK, Attorney at Law. OCT 21. 1996
Marilyn L. G aves
Cerk of Suprenme Court
Madi son, W
ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |icense

suspended.

PER CURI AM W review the stipulation, pursuant to SCR
21.09(3m,' concerning the professional misconduct of Anthony M
Marick that occurred while practicing law in Mnnesota and for

whi ch he was disciplined there. Attorney Marick and the Board of

! SCR 21.09 provides, in pertinent part: Procedure.

'(3h)'The board may file with a conplaint a stipulation by the
board and the respondent attorney to the facts, conclusions of |aw
and discipline to be inposed. The suprene court nmay consider the

conplaint and stipulation w thout appointing a referee. If the
supreme court approves the stipulation, it shall adopt the
stipulated facts and conclusions of |aw and inpose the stipul ated
di sci pl i ne. If the suprene court rejects the stipulation, a

referee shall be appointed pursuant to sub. (4) and the nmatter
shall proceed pursuant to SCR chapter 22. A stipulation that is
rejected has no evidentiary value and is wthout prejudice to the
respondent’'s defense of the proceeding or the board s prosecution
of the conpl aint.
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Attorneys Professional Responsibility (Board) stipulated that a
ni ne-nont h suspension of his license to practice law in Wsconsin
woul d be appropriate discipline to be inposed for that m sconduct.

We accept the parties' stipulation and adopt the findings of
fact and conclusions of law set forth in it concerning Attorney
Mari ck' s professional m sconduct and determne that the nine-nonth
| i cense suspension to which the parties have stipulated constitutes
appropriate discipline to be inposed in this jurisdiction, as it
corresponds to the discipline inposed upon himin M nnesot a.

Attorney Marick was admtted to practice law in Wsconsin in
Sept enber, 1990. He previously has not been the subject of a
di sciplinary proceeding in Wsconsin. Follow ng his adm ssion to
the M nnesota bar in Cctober, 1992, he resided and practiced in the
M nneapol i s area.

In 1996, in a disciplinary proceeding in the Mnnesota Suprene
Court, Attorney Marick stipulated to the followi ng facts. Wi | e
enpl oyed as an associate in a law firm Attorney Marick worked on a
corporate acquisition on behalf of a client. In the course of that
wor k, he obtained confidential information concerning the client's
proposed acquisition of another conpany. Using that information
he purchased 625 shares of stock in the conmpany to be acquired and
subsequently sold that stock for a profit of some $1300. Those
dealings were discovered in 1995 during an investigation by the
Securities and Exchange Comm ssion, whose investigation had not

been conpleted by the tinme of the M nnesota disciplinary proceedi ng
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and Attorney Marick had not been charged crimnally. At t or ney
Marick informed his law firmof his conduct in August, 1995 and his
enpl oynent was term nat ed.

As discipline for that m sconduct, the M nnesota disciplinary
authorities and Attorney Marick stipulated to a nine-nonth |icense
suspension. The parties further stipulated to his paynent of the
costs of that proceeding, his successful conpletion of the
M nnesota  prof essi onal responsibility exam nation, and his
conpliance with the rules and continuing |egal educati on
requirenments applicable to an attorney whose |icense is suspended.

The M nnesota Suprene Court accepted that stipulation and inposed
t hat di scipline.

Attorney Marick's professional m sconduct in M nnesota

violated the Wsconsin Rules of Professional Conduct for Attorneys.

Hs use of a confidence or secret of a client for his own
advantage wthout the <client's consent after full disclosure
violates SCR 20:1.6(a).? Moreover, it constituted a crimnal act
that reflects adversely on his honesty, trustworthiness or fitness
as a lawyer in other respects, in violation of SCR 20:8.4(b), and

i nvol ves dishonesty, fraud, deceit or msrepresentation, in

2 SCR 20:1.6 provides, in pertinent part: Confidentiality of
information

(a) A lawyer shall not reveal information relating to
representation of a client unless the client consents after
consul tation, except for disclosures that are inpliedly authorized
in order to carry out the representation, and except as stated in
par agraphs (b), (c) and (d).
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viol ation of SCR 20:8.4(c).?3

IT IS ORDERED that the license of Anthony M Marick to
practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period of nine nonths,
effective the date of this order.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that within 60 days of the date of this
order Anthony M Marick pay to the Board of Attorneys Professiona
Responsibility the costs of this proceeding, provided that if the
costs are not paid within the tinme specified and absent a show ng
to this court of his inability to pay the costs within that tine,
the license of Anthony M Marick to practice law in Wsconsin shal
remai n suspended until further order of the court.

IT I'S FURTHER ORDERED that Anthony M Marick conply with the
provisions of SCR 22.26 concerning the duties of a person whose

license to practice law in Wsconsin has been suspended.

3 SCR 20:8.4 provides, in pertinent part: M sconduct
It is professional msconduct for a | awer to:

(b) commt a crimnal act that reflects adversely on the
| awyer's honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a |lawer in other
respects;

(c) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or
m srepresent ati on;
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